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This is in r~ferenceto yycr~tsrrbrnfseion o f  
A c t  163, Ce~rgLaLaws, 1967;-A c t  332, Georgia Laws. 
1971; ani LCC 292, Georgia Lma, 1975. d l  p ~ r t d n i n g  
to the N e w t u n  C o u n t y  Board o f  Educat ion  snd School 
Superintendeat, mahadtted to the Attornep w d  
pursuant t o  Sect- 5 of the V o t i n g  a&hts 'Act of 
1965. Your oubmfsaion w s  corn?letad ca SeptoEbot 4 ,  
1975. 

With regaxd to Acf 292 (1975). we a m  advised 
tbat a referendum was dafeated by tha voters of the 
caunty. Therefore, the Attornay &nerd's reviav 
oE that Act Zs not appropsiate and no further 
consideratla w i l l  be giverr to Act 292 pur-t to 
Secticm 5. .. 

O u r  audysis of Act 163 z e d s  tbat the Act 

establtsis  an elective ins- of en oppo-ve 

aoatd of Educaeiosl and estabLLfPea dLsfrrLcW fraa 

w h i c h  seven vcbool bootd e s are to be &-fed 

by a nsjoriry vote w i t h  s t a g g d  tetzxns; A c t  163 

p r w i d e s f o r 3 a i P g l e ~ d i s ~ k t s ,- e s 
 " 

to be elected -om a single nnrltiPlsnber dLotrict 



C ~ P Q B & ~  O£ C O V ~ S O O , end m~of i h  Ci- 

t o  be slectcd at large in t b  couoty. We mte tbat 

blacks coastitate about onu-third of the couaty's 

p o p u l a t h  and M Z  of the pops3 .a tbn  of the C i t y  of 

Cwingtcm, but no black has war sarrrad ua the U w t o a  

County Board of E h r f c a .  


WU.3.e w e  bave no objectba to that porti.un of 

A c t  163 which changes the m e w  of choosing the meabrs 

of tbe W x d  crf Elch;tfetimr h aro appoiat&vc to sn 

elective mathod, recent court decisbas i d f a t e  that 

under circumtan-r such so thau knifitixag h a  -tun 

County  the d b t r i c t a  d tbo votkrg -tarn set out in 

A c t  163, 4 ~ s w h n y~ 5 t hI I S E # C t  to fb. d t i m a m b e  

dis tr ic t  w i t h i n  the C i t y  of C w f n g t o n ,  w;L11 operate to 

raincmire or Uute  &e vofing strength of  fbe minnrity 


' 	 and, thus, W e  an invfdioU8 disczhhatory  offact. 
See WhLte v. Rexestcr, 412 U.S. 755 (1973); Whitcomb 
v. Chavis, 403 U.S. 124 (1971); Z h m e r  v. McXeithea, 

485 2.2d 3.297 ( 5 t h  Ck. 1973). 


Rufbsr, our a n a l y e u  oharc a t  uader the cases 

c i ted  above a @ M a rdlacrhhatory &t w K l  be 

cccasfolki3 by the changes em- is Act 332 w h k &  

result in requkhg all Board of Educathn -8 to 

rua for s ~ e z e dterm at lag.d t h  midmcy required 

in the caaaty'o distrkta.  -, we have no objectba 

t o  t b  pertima of Act 332 w h i c h  M e t e  t be  frdmlder 

requiremeat b rrm for icad cbnge tb tnrm o f  

offzce f r o p p  skc m a to fmr yearrr, 


I n v i e w  of tbecarr+drCLPtaa Citedabwe, arrd 

00 the bsis ~f 8U fhrd ma(lable *LO and circtnzrs-, 

the Attomey Geauxal is orrpble to c m c 1 ~a8 bs rPrrot 

- t h e V o ~ ~ t s & t f h a t f b i e ~ h r g e ~ ~  



of A c t  332 and the districts eorablished by Act 163 
do not have a racial ly  discrfmkratory effect ao voting. 
Tierefore, I must interpose an object* to tbe imple-
ro9nbticm-1 of the districts created by Act 163 and the 
at large system of electirrn esbblbbad by Act 332. 

Of cauree, S e c t i m  5 pePnits you to eeek a 
declaratory judgmmt from the UnL&d S a t e s  P i 8 t r i c t  
C o u r t  far the D i s t r k t  of  C ~ b a b J othat these acts  
neither b e  t&a purpose -1 bave t&a effect of 
deny- or abridging the^ rfght t o  vote m accoornt of 
race or color. Hawuver, until such a 3udpent I s  
rendered 3-ythat C u u r t ,  the legal etfect of the 
objection by the Attorney Cenaral Le to render un-
enforceable A c t  163 tfpd Act 332 aa presently aracted. 


